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(601) 268–2083. Mr. Ward’s e-mail
address is jward@smepa.com.

Alfred Rodgers,
Acting Assistant Administrator, Electric
Program.
[FR Doc. 01–30744 Filed 12–11–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–15–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

DOC has submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
clearance the following proposal for
collection of information under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104–13.

Bureau: International Trade
Administration.

Title: TPCC Benchmarking Exercise.
Agency Form Number: N/A.
OMB Number: None.
Type of Request: Emergency

Submission.
Burden: 715 hours.
Number of Respondents: 2500.
Avg. Hours Per Response: 5 minutes

to 1.5 hours.
Needs and Uses: The Trade

Promotion Coordinating Committee
(TPCC) chaired by Commerce Secretary
Evans is conducting a benchmarking
exercise of federal trade promotion
programs. The goal of this exercise is to
ensure that U.S. government agencies
provide exporters with world-class
services that enable them to take full
advantage of new market openings. The
benchmarking exercise is comprised of
the following two parts: (1) an analysis
of other countries export promotion and
financing efforts; and (2) an assessment
of what U.S. businesses need to export.
The assessment will be based on a
survey of exporters’ needs and a set of
focus group interviews with TPCC
agency program users. The information
we collect will help us to determine
what other organizations help small
businesses (and get a sense of who does
it well), what the export assistance
needs of small business exporters are,
why don’t more small business export,
and if there is a trade financing
problem. The survey and focus groups
will also address how small businesses
are using the Internet for exporting. In
March 2002, Secretary Evans will
present the TPCC’s National Export
Strategy to Congress, laying out
recommendations based on this exercise
to improve and streamline TPCC agency
programs and services.

Affected Public: Businesses or other
for-profits.

Frequency: Once.
Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.
OMB Desk Officer: David Rostker,

(202) 395–3897.
Copies of the above information

collection proposal can be obtained by
calling or writing Madeleine Clayton,
Departmental Paperwork Clearance
Officer, (202) 482–3129, Department of
Commerce, Room 6086, 14th and
Constitution, NW., Washington, DC
20230 or via Internet at
MClayton@doc.gov.

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent to
David Rostker, OMB Desk Officer, Room
10202, New Executive Office Building,
Washington, DC 20503 within 30 days
of the publication of this notice in the
Federal Register.

Dated: December 6, 2001.
Madeleine Clayton,
Departmental Paperwork Clearance
Officer,Office of the Chief Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 01–30632 Filed 12–11–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–25–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[C–475–819]

Certain Pasta From Italy: Final Results
of the Fourth Countervailing Duty
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of final results of
countervailing duty administrative
review.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
is issuing the final results of the fourth
administrative review of the
countervailing duty order on certain
pasta from Italy for the period January
1 through December 31, 1999.

Based on information received since
the preliminary results and our analysis
of the comments received, the
Department of Commerce, ‘‘the
Department,’’ has revised the net
subsidy rates for Agritalia S.r.L.,
Pastificio Antonio Pallante S.r.L.
(‘‘Pallante’’), N. Puglisi & F. Industria
Paste Alimentari S.p.A. (‘‘Puglisi’’), and
Pastificio Riscossa F.lli Mastromauro
S.r.L. (‘‘Riscossa’’). Therefore, the final
results differ from the preliminary
results. The final net subsidy rates for
the reviewed companies are listed
below in the section entitled ‘‘Final
Results of Review.’’
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 12, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Craig Matney, Sally Hastings, Andrew
Covington, or Meg Weems, AD/CVD
Enforcement, Group I, Office 1, Import
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Room 1780, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington,
DC 20230; telephone (202) 482–1778,
482–3464, 482–3534, and 482–2613,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the statute are references to
the provisions of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (‘‘URAA’’), effective
January 1, 1995 (‘‘the Act’’). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department’s regulations are to 19
CFR part 351 et seq. (2000).

Background

On July 24, 1996, the Department of
Commerce (‘‘the Department’’)
published in the Federal Register (61
FR 38544) the countervailing duty order
on certain pasta from Italy.

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.213(b), this review of the order
covers the following producers or
exporters of the subject merchandise for
which a review was specifically
requested: Agritalia; F.lli De Cecco di
Filippo Fara S. Martino S.p.A. (‘‘De
Cecco’’); Delverde S.p.A. (‘‘Delverde’’);
De Matteis Agroalimentare S.p.A. (‘‘De
Matteis’’); Pallante; Pastificio Maltagliati
S.p.A. (‘‘Maltagliati’’); P.A.M. S.r.L.—
Prodotti Alimentari Meridionali
(‘‘PAM’’) (PAM is also responding for
Pastificio Liguori dal 1820, S.p.A.);
Riscossa; Puglisi; and Rummo S.p.A.
Molino e Pastificio (‘‘Rummo’’).

Based on withdrawals of the requests
for reviews, we rescinded this
administrative review for Arrighi S.p.A.
Industrie Alimentari; Audisio Industrie
Alimentari de Capitanata, S.p.A.;
Commercio-Rappresentanze-Export
S.r.L.; Indalco; Industria Alimentare
Colavita, S.p.A.; Isola del Grano S.r.L.;
Italpast S.p.A.; Italpasta S.r.L.; Labor
S.r.L.; La Molisana Alimentari S.p.A.;
Molino e Pastificio; Pastificio Campano,
S.p.A.; Pastificio di Matino Gaetano &
F.lli S.r.L.; Pastificio Fabianelli, S.p.A.;
Pastificio F.lli Pagani; Pastificio Guido
Ferrara; and, Tamma Industrie
Alimentari di Capitanata, S.r.L. (See,
Certain Pasta from Italy: Preliminary
Results and Partial Rescission of
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Review, 66 FR 40987 (August 6, 2001)
(‘‘Preliminary Results’’).)

Since the publication of the
Preliminary Results the following events
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have occurred. Supplemental
questionnaires were sent to Rummo on
August 30, 2001; Puglisi on September
7, 2001; Delverde, Pallante, Riscossa
and the Government of Italy (‘‘GOI’’) on
September 27, 2001; and Agritalia on
October 2, 2001. Responses were
received from Rummo on September 21,
2001; Pallante, Riscossa, GOI and
Agritalia on October 9, 2001; and
Delverde on October 10, 2001.

Case briefs were submitted on October
22, 2001, by Agritalia, Delverde,
DeMatteis, Pallante, Puglisi, and
Riscossa. The Department did not
conduct a hearing in this review
because none was requested.

Scope of Review
Imports covered by this review are

shipments of certain non-egg dry pasta
in packages of five pounds (2.27
kilograms) or less, whether or not
enriched or fortified or containing milk
or other optional ingredients such as
chopped vegetables, vegetable purees,
milk, gluten, diastases, vitamins,
coloring and flavorings, and up to two
percent egg white. The pasta covered by
this scope is typically sold in the retail
market, in fiberboard or cardboard
cartons, or polyethylene or
polypropylene bags, of varying
dimensions.

Excluded from the scope of this
review are refrigerated, frozen, or
canned pastas, as well as all forms of
egg pasta, with the exception of non-egg
dry pasta containing up to two percent
egg white. Also excluded are imports of
organic pasta from Italy that are
accompanied by the appropriate
certificate issued by the Istituto
Mediterraneo Di Certificazione,
Bioagricoop Scrl, QC&I International
Services, Ecocert Italia, Consorzio per il
Controllo dei Prodotti Biologici,
Associazione Italiana per l’Agricoltura
Biologica, or Codex S.r.L.

The merchandise subject to review is
currently classifiable under item
1902.19.20 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(‘‘HTSUS’’). Although the HTSUS
subheading is provided for convenience
and customs purposes, the written
description of the merchandise subject
to the order is dispositive.

Scope Rulings
The Department has issued the

following scope rulings to date:
(1) On August 25, 1997, the

Department issued a scope ruling that
multicolored pasta, imported in kitchen
display bottles of decorative glass that
are sealed with cork or paraffin and
bound with raffia, is excluded from the
scope of the countervailing duty

order.(See August 25, 1997
memorandum from Edward Easton to
Richard Moreland, which is on file in
the Central Records Unit (‘‘CRU’’) in
Room B–099 of the main Commerce
building.)

(2) On July 30, 1998, the Department
issued a scope ruling, finding that
multipacks consisting of six one-pound
packages of pasta that are shrink-
wrapped into a single package are
within the scope of the countervailing
duty order. (See July 30, 1998 letter
from Susan H. Kuhbach, Acting Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, to Barbara P. Sidari,
Vice President, Joseph A. Sidari
Company, Inc., which is on file in the
CRU.)

(3) On October 26, 1998, the
Department self-initiated a scope
inquiry to determine whether a package
weighing over five pounds as a result of
allowable industry tolerances may be
within the scope of the countervailing
duty order. On May 24, 1999, we issued
a final scope ruling finding that,
effective October 26, 1998, pasta in
packages weighing or labeled up to (and
including) five pounds four ounces is
within the scope of the countervailing
duty order. (See May 24, 1999
memorandum from John Brinkmann to
Richard Moreland, which is on file in
the CRU.)

The following scope ruling is
pending:

On April 27, 2000, the Department
self-initiated an anti-circumvention
inquiry to determine whether Pagani’s
importation of pasta in bulk and
subsequent repackaging in the United
States into packages of five pounds or
less constitutes circumvention, with
respect to the antidumping and
countervailing duty orders on pasta
from Italy pursuant to section 781(a) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.225(b). See
Certain Pasta from Italy: Notice of
Initiation of Anti-circumvention Inquiry
of the Antidumping and Countervailing
Duty Orders, (May 5, 2000).

Period of Review
The period of review (‘‘POR’’) for

which we are measuring subsidies is
from January 1 through December 31,
1999.

Analysis of Comments Received
All issues raised in the case briefs by

parties to this administrative review are
addressed in the December 4, 2001
Issues and Decision Memorandum
(‘‘Decision Memorandum’’) from
Richard W. Moreland, Deputy Assistant
Secretary, Import Administration, to
Bernard Carreau, Acting Assistant
Secretary for Import Administration,

which is hereby adopted by this notice.
Attached to this notice as Appendix I is
a list of the issues which parties have
raised and to which we have responded
in the Decision Memorandum. Parties
can find a complete discussion of all
issues raised in this review and the
corresponding recommendations in this
public memorandum which is on file in
the CRU, Room B–099 of the
Department. In addition, a complete
version of the Decision Memorandum
can be accessed directly on the Internet
at http://ia.ita.doc.gov/frn/ under the
heading ‘‘Italy.’’ The paper copy and
electronic version of the Decision
Memorandum are identical in content.

Changes Since the Preliminary Results
Based on information received

subsequent to the Preliminary Results
and our analysis of comments submitted
in the case briefs, we have made
changes in our calculation of the net
subsidies for Agritalia, Pallante, Puglisi
and Riscossa. These changes are
discussed in the relevant sections of the
Decision Memorandum.

Final Results of Review
In accordance with 19 CFR

351.221(b)(4)(i), we calculated an
individual subsidy rate for each
producer/exporter subject to this
administrative review. For the period
January 1 through December 31, 1999,
we determine the net subsidy rates for
producers/exporters under review to be
those specified in the chart shown
below.

Company
Ad valorem

rate
(percent)

Agritalia S.r.L ............................ 2.92
F.lli De Cecco di Filippo Fara

San Martino, S.p.A ................ 2.21
Delverde S.p.A./Delverde S.r.L 3.27
De Matteis Agroalimentare

S.p.A ..................................... 2.33
Pastificio Antonio Pallante S.r.L 4.92
Pastificio Maltagliati S.p.A ........ 3.85
P.A.M. S.r.L.—Prodotti

Alimentari Meridionali ............ 1.08
Pastificio Riscossa F.lli

Mastromauro S.r.L ................ 0.99
N. Puglisi & F. Industria Paste

Alimentari S.p.A .................... 7.18
Rummo S.p.A. Molino e

Pastificio ................................ 1.26

We will instruct the Customs Service
(‘‘Customs’’) to assess countervailing
duties as indicated above. The
Department will also instruct Customs
to collect cash deposits of estimated
countervailing duties in the percentage
detailed above of the f.o.b. invoice
prices on all shipments of the subject
merchandise from the producers/
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exporters under review, entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the date of
publication of the final results of this
administrative review.

The cash deposit rates for all
companies not covered by this review
are not changed by the results of this
review. Thus, we will instruct Customs
to continue to collect cash deposits for
non-reviewed companies, except Barilla
G. e R. F.lli S.p.A. (‘‘Barilla’’) and
Gruppo Agricoltura Sana S.r.L.
(‘‘Gruppo’’) (which were excluded from
the order during the investigation), at
the most recent rate applicable to the
company. These rates shall apply to all
non-reviewed companies until a review
of the companies assigned these rates is
completed. In addition, for the period
January 1 through December 31, 1999,
the assessment rates applicable to all
non-reviewed companies covered by
these orders are the cash deposit rates
in effect at the time of entry. This notice
serves as a reminder to parties subject
to administrative protective order
(‘‘APO’’) of their responsibility
concerning the disposition of
proprietary information disclosed under
APO in accordance with 19 CFR
351.301. Timely written notification of
return or destruction of APO materials
or conversion to judicial protective
order is hereby requested. Failure to
comply with the regulations and the
terms of an APO is a sanctionable
violation.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)).

Dated: December 4, 2001.
Bernard Carreau,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Appendix I—Issues Discussed in the
Decision Memorandum

I. Subsidies Valuation Methodology
1. Change in Ownership
2. Benchmarks for Long-term Loans and

Discount Rates
3. Allocation Period
4. Attribution
5. Sales Values

II. Analysis of programs

A. Programs Previously Determined to Confer
Subsidies

1. Law 64/86 Industrial Development Grants
2. Law 488/92 Industrial Development Grants
3. Law 183/76 Industrial Development Grants
4. Industrial Development Loans Under Law

64/86
5. Law 341/95 Interest Contributions on Debt

Consolidation Loans
6. Law 598/94 Interest Subsidies
7. Social Security Reductions and

Exemptions—Sgravi
8. IRAP Exemptions

9. Law 236/93 Training Grants
10. Law 304/90 Export Marketing Grants
11. European Regional Development Fund
12. Export Restitution Payments
13. Duty-free Import Rights

B. Programs Determined Not To Confer
Countervailable Subsidies in the POR

1. IRPEG Exemptions
2. Remission of Taxes on Export Credit

Insurance Under Article 33 of Law 227/
77

3. ADAPT
4. Law 1329/65 Interest Contributions

(Sabatini Law)
5. European Social Fund

C. Programs Determined to Be Not Used

1. Law 64/86 VAT Reductions
2. Export Credits under Law 227/77
3. Capital Grants under Law 675/77
4. Retraining Grants under Law 675/77
5. Interest Contributions on Bank Loans

under Law 675/77
6. Interest Grants Financed by IRI Bonds
7. Preferential Financing for Export

Promotion under Law 394/81
8. Urban Redevelopment under Law 181
9. Grant Received Pursuant to the

Community Initiative Concerning the
Preparation of Enterprises for the Single
Market (‘‘PRISMA’’)

10. European Agricultural Guidance and
Guarantee Fund (‘‘EAGGF’’)

III. Analysis of Comments

Comment 1: Sale of duty-free import rights
(Agritalia)

Comment 2: Application of the Department’s
change in ownership methodology to
Delverde (Delverde)

Comment 3: Presumption that subsidies
continue after a change in ownership
(Delverde)

Comment 4: Privatization and the U.K. Lead
Bar Panel (Delverde)

Comment 5: Sale of shares vs. assets
(Delverde)

Comment 6: Continuity of business
operations (Delverde)

Comment 7: Sgravi repayment (Delverde)
Comment 8: Selection of 1999 sales values

(Pallante)
Comment 9: Law 64/86 industrial

development grants and loans (Pallante)
Comment 10: Sales by CE.S.A.P (Puglisi)
Comment 11: Failure to use company-

specific discount rate for 1993 industrial
development grant under Law 64/86
(Puglisi)

Comment 12: Failure to use company-
specific interest rates for industrial
development loans under Law 64/86
(Puglisi and DeMatteis)

Comment 13: Deduction of loan guarantee
payments (Puglisi)

Comment 14: Deduction of interest payments
on Law 64/86 industrial development
grant advances (Puglisi)

Comment 15: Use of FOB sales values
(Riscossa)

Comment 16: Attribution of benefits to pasta
sales vs. sales of all product (Riscossa)

[FR Doc. 01–30749 Filed 12–11–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

Export Trade Certificate of Review

ACTION: Notice of issuance of an
amended export trade certificate of
review, Application No. 92–6A001.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
issued an amended Export Trade
Certificate of Review to the Aerospace
Industries Association of America, Inc.
on December 4, 2001. Notice of issuance
of the original Certificate was published
in the Federal Register on April 17,
1992, (57 FR 13707).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Vanessa M. Bachman, Acting Director,
Office of Export Trading Company
Affairs, International Trade
Administration, (202) 482–5131,
oetca@ita.doc.gov. This is not a toll-free
number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title III of
the Export Trading Company Act of
1982 (15 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.) authorizes
the Secretary of Commerce to issue
Export Trade Certificates of Review. The
regulations implementing Title III are
found at 15 CFR part 325 (2000).

The Office of Export Trading
Company Affairs (‘‘OETCA’’) is issuing
this notice pursuant to 15 CFR 325.6(b),
which requires the Department of
Commerce to publish a summary of a
Certificate in the Federal Register.
Under section 305(a) of the Act and 15
CFR 325.11(a), any person aggrieved by
the Secretary’s determination may,
within 30 days of the date of this notice,
bring an action in any appropriate
district court of the United States to set
aside the determination on the ground
that the determination is erroneous.

Description of Amended Certificate

The Aerospace Industries Association
of America, Inc. (‘‘AIA’’) original
Certificate was issued on April 10, 1992
(57 FR 13707, April 17, 1992) and last
amended on November 12, 1998 (63 FR
64061, November 18, 1998).

AIA’s Export Trade Certificate of
Review has been amended to:

1. Add the following companies as
new ‘‘Members’’ of the Certificate
within the meaning of section 325.2(1)
of the Regulations (15 CFR 325.2(1)):
Groen Brothers Aviation, Inc., Salt Lake
City, UT; i2 Technologies, Washington,
DC; Martin-Baker America,
Incorporated, Arlington, VA
(Controlling Entity: Martin-Baker
Aircraft Company Ltd., Denham,
Buckinghamshire, UK); MatrixOne, Inc.,
Chelmsford, MA; MD Helicopters, Inc.,
Mesa, AZ; The NORDAM Group, Tulsa,
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